Language bears, on the face of it, the promise of mathematical treatment.
Harris wanted to give, even here,,* *"Or* thread appropriate to guide those who one day with a sense of responsibility will undertake to write the history of his work. Thinking of these future historians, one would suggest that mathematical considerations such as these which have just been discussed could have some usefulness. In effect, the evolution of transformational methods, when we attempt to follow it in its detail, turns out to be so complex that one must not neglect any instrument of analysis.
While awaiting the hoped-for grand essay, it seems possible to present a few introductory remarks.
The evolution of Harris's work answers to the classical schema of the spiral: it returns periodically, not ofcourse to the point ofdeparture, but each time to a corresponding point aligned above it.
Moreover, when Harris presented diverse theories in succession, he did not think that the latest necessarily outdated and excluded the first. In his evaluation, rather, all these theories were complementary in that they offered various points of view.
Finally, it is advisable to note that for Harris the study of numerous and diverse basic properties of sentences, together with the possibility of using selected ones of them as a central method for analyzing languages, enabled him to consider a theory of language without making appeal to a grammar of logical forms (see on this subject the end of Section I of "Tiansformational Theory" (1965) 
